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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among 


which are those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, 


and of obtaining safety and happiness. 


-- Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 





The Racist Origin of Gun Control Laws 
By David Kopel and Joseph Greenlee 

Guns have historically protected Americans 
from white supremacists, just as gun control has 
historically protected white supremacists from the 
Americans they terrorize. 

In 1865, Frederick Douglass urged federal 
action to stop state and local infringement of the right 
to arms. Until this was accomplished, Douglass 
argued, “the work of the abolitionists is not finished.” 

Indeed, it was not. As the Special Report of 
the Paris Anti-Slavery Conference of 1867 found, 
freedmen in some southern states “were forbidden to 
own or bear firearms, and thus were rendered 
defenseless against assault.” Thus, white 
supremacists could continue to control freedmen 
through threat of violence. 

Congress demolished these racist laws. The 
Freedmen’s Bureau Bill of 1865, Civil Rights Act of 
1866, and Civil Rights Act of 1870 each guaranteed all 
persons equal rights of self-defense. Most importantly, 
the 14th Amendment, ratified in 1868, made the 
Second Amendment applicable to the states. 

Because of the 14th Amendment, gun control 
laws now had to be racially neutral. But states quickly 
learned to draft neutrally-worded laws for 
discriminatory application. Tennessee and Arkansas 
prohibited handguns that freedmen could afford, while 
allowing expensive “Army & Navy” handguns, which 
ex-Confederates already owned. 

The South Carolina law against concealed 
carry put blacks in chain gangs, but whites only paid a 
small fine, if anything. 

When lynching increased in the 1880s, the VP 
of the National Colored Press Association, John R. 
Mitchell, Jr., encouraged blacks to buy Winchesters to 
protect their families from “the two-legged animals ... 
growling around your home in the dead of night.” 

Ida B. Wells, the leading journalist opposing 
lynching, documented cases in Kentucky and Florida, 
“where the men armed themselves” and fended off 
lynch mobs. “The lesson this teaches,” Wells wrote, “is 
that a Winchester rifle should have a place of honor in 
every black home, and it should be used for that 
protection which the law refuses to give.” 

After the thwarted lynching in Florida, the 
state legislature enacted a law requiring a license to 
possess “a pistol, Winchester rifle or other repeating 


rifle.” A Florida Supreme Court Justice later explained: 
“the Act was passed for the purpose of disarming the 
negro laborers” and “was never intended to apply to the 
white population and in practice has never been so 
applied.” 

While lynching began to decline in the early 
twentieth century, race riots increased. According to 
historian John Dittmer, blacks fought “back 
successfully when the mobs_ invaded _ their 
neighborhoods” during the Atlanta riots in 1906. When 
police stood idle as 23 blacks were killed during riots 
resulting from a black man swimming into “white” water 
near Chicago, blacks used rifles to kill 15 attackers. 

During the Tulsa Race Riot in 1921, whites 
(with government approval) burned down a square mile 
of the prosperous district nicknamed “Black Wall 
Street,” killing 200 blacks. It would have been worse 
had blacks not fought back, killing 50 of their attackers. 

Firearms made possible the Civil Rights 
Movement of the 1950s and 60s. Charles Cobb’s 
excellent book, "This Nonviolent Stuffll Get You Killed: 
How Guns Made the Civil Rights Movement Possible" 
describes how pacifist community organizers from the 
North learned to accept the armed protection of their 
black, rural communities. 

Similarly, when the Klan targeted North 
Carolina’s Lumbee Indians in 1958 because of their 
“race mixing,” the Lumbee drove off the Klan in an 
armed confrontation, the Battle of Hayes Pond. Klan 
operations ceased in the region. 

The Deacons for Defense and Justice was an 
armed community defense organization, founded in 
1965. With .38 Special revolvers and M1 carbines, they 
deterred terrorism in the “Klan country” region of 
Louisiana and Mississippi. When Dr. King led the 
“Meredith March against Fear” for voter registration in 
Mississippi, the Deacons provided armed security. 

Former Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
became a_ self-described “Second Amendment 
absolutist,” because of her experiences growing up in 
Birmingham. She recalled the bombings in the summer 
of 1963, when her father helped guard the streets at 
night. Had the civil rights workers’ guns been 
registered, she argued, they could have been 
confiscated, rendering the community defenseless. 

Justice Clarence Thomas’s opinion in the 
2010 McDonald v. Chicago explicated the history of 
gun control as race control. Historically, people of color 


in the United States have often had to depend on 
themselves for protection. Sometimes the reason is not 
overt hostility by the government, but instead the 
incapability of government to secure public safety, as 
in Chicago today. 

Self-defense is an inherent human right. The 
14th Amendment is America’s promise that no law- 
abiding person will be deprived of that right, regardless 
of color. 

David Kopelis research director for 
the Independence Institute, a free market tank in 
Denver, Colorado. Joseph Greenlee is an attorney in 
Steamboat Springs, Colorado. 

-- thehill.com/blogs/pundits-blog/civil-rights/34 7324 


Antifa Demands Store Stop Selling Andy 


Ngo’s Book, Forces Store to Close Early 
Far-left activists surrounded Powell’s Books 
in Portland on Monday and demanded the store stop 
selling Unmasked: Inside Antifa’s Radical Plan to 
Destroy Democracy, a book about antifa written by 
Andy Ngo. The protests forced he store close early. 

Powell’s announced that it would not carry the 
book in its physical store though it will still be available 
for purchase online. 

Ngo, who has documented antifa’s tactics for 
various conservative news websites and was once 
attacked by the group, tweeted video footage of the 
protesters. Once such protester claimed that 
disrupting the book’s dissemination was akin to 
“stopping the historical publication of Hitlers “Mein 
Kampf.” 

Powell noted that it is committed to free 
speech, and previously received “credible bomb 
threats” for selling books by Salman Rushdie, whose 
1988 book The Satanic Verses made the author a 
target if Islamic extremists. 

Antifa takes the view that no one should be 
allowed to report critically on its activities. Despite their 
benign sounding moniker (which is_ short for 
“antifascism”) people associated with  antifa 
deliberately practice illiberalism. They wish to deny free 
speech protections to the far right and its enablers, a 
group of enemies that antifa defies very broadly. 
Indeed, in this case, the enablers of fascism evidently 
include a book store that isn’t even carrying the 
objectionable tome on its shelves. 

Few acts of censorship are as overt as amob 
deciding which books other people should be allowed 
to read. The authoritarian behavior of Portland’s 
progressive activist community is a subject well worth 
exploring in book form. -- Reason January 11, 2021 


St. Louis couple who confronted 


protesters back in court 
A St. Louis couple accused of waving guns at 
racial injustice protesters last summer are due back in 
court Friday, when a judge will consider whether to 
send the case back to a grand jury to decide if they 
should have been indicted in the first place. 


A grand jury indicted Mark and Patricia 
McCloskey on felony charges of unlawful use of a 
weapon and tampering with evidence. Their attorney, 
Joel Schwartz, filed a motion this month seeking to 
remand the case to the grand jury, citing "bias" in St. 
Louis Circuit Attorney Kim Gardner's office that he said 
tainted the grand jury process. 

Demonstrators were marching to the home of 
then-Mayor Lyda Krewson on June 28, amid 
nationwide protests after police killed George Floyd in 
Minneapolis. The protesters ventured onto a private 
street that includes the McCloskey mansion. The 
couple, both of them in their 60s, said they felt 
threatened after protesters broke down an iron gate 
and ignored a "No Trespassing" sign. Protest leaders 
denied damaging the gate and said the march was 
peaceful. 

Mark McCloskey came out of his home with 
an AR-15-style rifle and Patricia McCloskey emerged 
with a semiautomatic handgun. 

Gardner said the display of guns risked 
bloodshed. A police probable cause statement said 
protesters feared "being injured due to Patricia 
McCloskey’s finger being on the trigger, coupled with 
her excited demeanor." 

Schwartz, from the outset, alleged that the 
prosecution was politically motivated. Special 
Prosecutor Richard Callahan, a longtime judge, was 
appointed special prosecutor after a judge in 
December ruled that Gardner created an appearance 
of impropriety by mentioning the McCloskey case in 
fundraising emails before the August Democratic 
primary. Gardner went on to win reelection. - 
www.foxnews.com April 30, 2021 


Bloomberg Op-Ed: Gun Control Push 


Will Cost Democrats at the Polls 

Bloomberg's Matthew Yglesias is warning the 
current gun control push will equate to Democrat loses 
and Republican wins in coming elections. 

Yglesias pointed out Democrats have 
responded to high profile shootings with the mantra 
“Something Must Be Done’ ever since the December 
14, 2012, attack on Sandy Hook Elementary. 

But Yglesias noted the “something” which 
Democrats choose to do would often have very little 
effect on the shooting at hand, while costing them 
votes at the polls. 

For example, Democrats pushed a universal 
background check bill in response to Sandy Hook. 
However, that legislation would not have prevented the 
shooting because “the killer in Sandy Hook... used a 
weapon owned legally by his mother and wouldn’t have 
been impeded by any background checks.” 

Breitbart News noted that universal 
background checks, in the wake of the high profile 
attacks in Boulder (March 22, 2021), and the Atlanta- 
area (March 16, 2021), would have done nothing to 
prevent either of those attacks, as the shooter in both 
instances passed a background check to acquire a 
gun. 


Moreover, Yglesias pointed out that Colorado 
already has universal background checks, but they did 
not hinder the Boulder attacker from carrying out his 
heinous deed. 

Ygelsias’ main point: “Beyond the specifics of 
the issue, and despite the popularity of Democratic 
ideas such as background checks, Republicans 
are the more trusted party on guns.” -- 
brietbartnews.com 29 March 2021 


SOCIALIST RESTRAINING ORDER 
Issued to: 
Speaker of the House of Representatives Nancy 
Pelosi 
I, the undersigned Citizen of the United States of 
America, do hereby demand that you immediately 
STOP using the COVID-19 pandemic crisis as an 
excuse to pass radical anti-American, anti- 
Constitutional legislation that would impose a socialist 
agenda on America, permanently destroying our 
freedom and burdening future generations with trillions 
of dollars in new debt. 
Specifically, | oppose any legislation that bails out 
states or cities in financial trouble due to their own past 
reckless spending; cancels all student loan debt and 
pays for “free” college; allows renters to stop paying 
rent; provides income to people unwilling to work; 
grants amnesty and money to illegal aliens; and any 
other scheme that will further destroy the American 
people’s economy, work ethic, respect for property, 
and the rule of law. 
Please know that | will not watch silently and allow the 
federal government to turn our Constitutional Republic 
into another failed socialist state. 
-- Fundraiser, United States Justice Foundation, P.O. 
Box 1372, Merrifield, VA 22116 May 2021 


4 Reasons Gun Control Can’t Solve 


America’s Violence Problem 

The present gun-control paradigm—the idea 
that the solution to American violence is more laws 
restricting guns—is unhelpful. 

Gun control doesn’t work. Indeed, any 
statistical connection between gun policy and violence 
is tenuous. But even if gun control was effective, it 
would still be flawed. 

Gun control burdens the free exercise of the 
constitutionally-protected Second Amendment right to 
bear arms, so it’s flatly rejected by many Americans. 

No matter what laws are passed, widespread 
distribution of 400 million firearms are immutable facts 
of American life—especially for people who are willing 
to break laws. 

It’s evident that gun control cannot solve the 
problem of violence in this country. The following four 
observations about American violence suggest some 
promising alternative paradigms. 

1. Suicide is the Central Problem of American Gun 
Violence 

If you visit the statistics page of the website 

for the anti-gun group Giffords Law Center to Prevent 


Gun Violence, you’re immediately confronted with an 
enormous banner: “38,000 AMERICANS DIE FROM 
GUN VIOLENCE EVERY YEAR—AN AVERAGE OF 
100 PER DAY.” However, that banner omits the fact 
that most of those deaths are suicides. A report in the 
Harvard Political Review noted that suicides accounted 
for nearly two-thirds of 2019’s gun deaths. 

If suicide is our metric, gun violence ought to 
be addressed primarily through a mental health and 
suicide-prevention paradigm. 

2. Partner and Familial Violence Are a Huge Part of 
the Problem 

The boogeyman of the gun control lobby is 
the proverbial “mass shooter,” some _ antisocial 
individual who slaughters innocent people. 

While such shootings do happen, they are 
rare. Per 2019 FBI data, just 2.6% of homicides are 
carried out using a rifle. 

Now, consider these facts: almost two-thirds 
of child murder victims are killed by their own parents. 
Nearly half of all female murder victims are killed by 
their partners or ex-partners. 

The mass shooter fixation, and the gun 
fixation more broadly, is utterly unable to curb violence 
of this kind. Instead, resources and efforts would be 
much better spent addressing partner and familial 
violence. 

3. The War on Drugs Can't Be Overlooked 

The failure of the United States’ 20th century 
experiment with alcohol prohibition has been well- 
documented. Without access to legal means of 
resolving conflicts, the nation’s homicide rate 
increased over 40% during Prohibition. 

Fortunately, Americans realized that 
repealing Prohibition was the clear solution. With the 
repeal of Prohibition by the 21S Amendment, the 
nation’s homicide rate dropped to well below pre- 
Prohibition levels within just a few years. 

Unfortunately, we seem to have forgotten the 
lessons of Prohibition. The War on Drugs, ostensibly 
fought to make our communities safer, has in fact made 
them more violent. 

In short: it’s Prohibition all over again. But the 
effects of Prohibition’s modern-day incarnation are 
even more insidious. As Thomas Eckert points out, the 
Drug War contributes to family disintegration, poverty, 
and gang recruitment. 

These underlying sociological problems, not 
guns, are the key drivers of American violence. 

4. Guns Don’t Beget Violence, Poverty and Despair 
Do 

Poverty and lack of opportunity are strongly 
associated with violence. 

Academic researchers understand _ that 
underlying sociological drivers of violence transcend 
“guns” and warrant our attention. 

Indeed, there are sound steps to be taken that 
are both feasible and meaningful to reduce poverty and 
create greater opportunity. Michael Tanner of the 
libertarian Cato Institute presents a compelling array of 
such policy reforms in his book, The Inclusive 
Economy: How to Bring Wealth to America’s Poor. 


The point is that violence is largely asymptom 
of underlying social conditions. 
Moving Beyond Tired Gun Control Narratives 

Gun control can’t solve our problems. 
Especially with the widespread adoption of 3D printing 
and other means of self-manufacture, gun control will 
increasingly be relegated to irrelevance. Gun control 
policies will burden only the upstanding citizens who, 
in good faith, try to abide by them, and are nonetheless 
ensnared. If we want to get serious about addressing 
violence in America, there are many more promising 
areas to focus on. — Foundation for Economic 
Education April 3, 202 


Trump’s Facebook Appeal Called Oath 
Keepers Parasites, Separated Them from 


‘Genuine’ Supporters 

In appealing for him to be allowed back on 
Facebook, former President Donald Trump's team 
sought to distance him from the Capitol riot and 
separate his "genuine" supporters from members of 
the militia group, the Oath Keepers. 

Facebook suspended Trump _ indefinitely 
following the January 6 riot at the Capitol. Facebook 
charged Trump with using the platform to incite violent 
insurrection, an accusation his defenders staunchly 
denied in appealing the decision to ban him. 

The American Center for Law and Justice, 
who filed the appeal, called it "stunningly clear" that 
Trump's speech that morning didn't constitute a "call to 
insurrection" or an incitement to violence. 

Media Bias Fact Check rates the American 
Center for Law and Justice "as a borderline extreme 
right wing source that is mixed in factual reporting due 
to use of poor sources and a mixed fact check record." 

Hundreds of people have been charged for 
their alleged role in the Capitol riot that left five people 
dead. Several have explained their behavior as being 
done under Trump's influence and prosecutors are 
going after various groups, such as the Proud Boys 
and Oath Keepers, for allegedly preparing for the 
attack. 

Members of the Oath Keepers were seen 
marching toward the Capitol in a line with a hand on 
the shoulder of the person in front of them. Prosecutors 
have used the formation, known as a "stack," along 
with the gear they were wearing and the group's 
communications to bring conspiracy charges against 
them. 

Trump's defenders referenced a_ federal 
complaint against the Oath Keepers in their appeal of 
Facebook's decision but rejected there was a 
connection between Trump and the militia members. 

"The Oath Keepers were 'parasitically using 
the Trump rally and co-opting the issue of the Electoral 
College debate for their own purposes," Trump's 
appeal said. 

The former president's appeal reiterated the 
belief that "outside forces" were to blame for inciting 
the violence at the Capitol and that "all genuine Trump 
supporters were law-abiding." 


At the heart of the ban are two of Trump's 
Facebook posts from January 6. One was a video 
message, in which he declared the election was "stolen 
from us" and that it was the first time in history where 
"they could take it away from all of us." 

"These are the things and events that happen 
when a sacred landslide election victory is so 
unceremoniously viciously stripped away from great 
patriots who have been badly unfairly treated for so 
long. Go home with love in peace. Remember this day 
forever!" another post said. -Newsweek May 5, 2021 


French soldiers warn of civil war in new 


letter 

A new open letter has been published in 
France warning of the threat of civil war and claiming 
to have more than 130,000 signatures from the public. 

The message, published in the right-wing 
magazine Valeurs Actuelles, accuses the French 
government of granting "concessions" to Islamism. 

The French government condemned _ the 
letter, as well as a similar letter last month. 

Last month's letter came from semi-retired 
generals. The minister in charge of the armed forces, 
Florence Parly, said they would be punished for 
defying a law that forbids reservists or serving 
members of the military from expressing opinions in 
public on religion and politics. 

However, far-right leader Marine Le Pen, a 
candidate in next year's presidential election, spoke out 
in support of the estimated 1,000 servicemen and 
women who backed the April letter. 

The authors of the letter published late on 
Sunday describe themselves as part of a younger 
generation of soldiers who have served in Afghanistan, 
Mali and the Central African Republic, or joined 
domestic anti-terrorism operations. 

"They gave their skin to destroy the Islamism 
to which you are giving concessions on our soil," they 
wrote. 

Because of their anonymity, it is impossible to 
gauge how far the writers of this new letter represent 
the rank-and-file of the armed forces. Online petitions 
where no-one has to give their name cannot be 
regarded as firm evidence of anything. 

Nonetheless, it would come as no surprise if 
this kind of generalised pessimism about the state of 
France were indeed the commonplace of barrack- 
rooms and officers' messes the length and breadth of 
the country. 

What's contentious is the willingness to go 
public and blur the lines between the military and the 
political. Though there will be many in the armed forces 
who disagree with the letter-writers the analysis - even 
the warnings of disintegration and civil war - may be 
widely shared. 

But urging politicians to "act" to stop the rot, 
with an implicit "or else" if they don't: that is a step into 
the unknown that the people who count in the armed 
forces - the top brass - would certainly not condone. 


"If a civil war breaks out, the army will 
maintain order on its own soil," the letter went on to 
say. 

"No one can want such a terrible situation but 
yes, civil war is brewing in France and you know it 
perfectly well." 

France has recently proposed a controversial 
bill to tackle what President Emmanuel Macron has 
described as "Islamist separatism". 

However, some critics in both France and 
abroad have accused the government of unfairly 
targeting Islam. — www.bbc.com May 10, 2021 


Biden administration wants to use third- 
party ‘extremism’ researchers to spy on 


Americans - media 

The Department of Homeland Security lacks 
the authority to spy on right-wing dissidents, but the 
Biden administration has _ reportedly found a 
workaround: using third-party researchers to snoop on 
so-called “domestic terrorists.” 

In the aftermath of the riot on Capitol Hill in 
January, the Biden administration focused the 
intelligence-gathering powers of the state inwards. 

The DHS declared homegrown “extremists” a 
“national priority area,” the FBI called for expanded 
domestic surveillance, and a top Justice Department 
official last week asked Congress for new powers to 
prosecute so-called “extremists.” In all cases, the 
targets are identified: right-wing dissidents — including 
militia groups like the Oath Keepers and Proud Boys — 
who took part in the Capitol riot. 

According to a CNN report on Monday 
Homeland Security and intelligence agencies are 
considering outsourcing some surveillance work to 
research groups and NGOs. 

The DHS is limited in how it conducts 
surveillance, the report explains. It cannot, for 
example, impersonate right-wingers on forums and 
chat rooms. However, a panoply of researchers, 
journalists and nonprofits have been doing this for 
years. According to DHS officials who spoke to CNN, 
the agency wants to use research firms to gather the 
data it’s forbidden from gathering itself. 

It is unclear who these firms could be. 
However, some of the biggest names in the area 
include so-called anti-hate groups like the Southern 
Poverty Law Center and Anti-Defamation League, and 
‘fact checking’ firms like Bellingcat. All three 
organizations have been accused of pro-liberal, pro- 
Democrat bias, and have been extensively criticized. 

The Atlantic Council, a weapons industry- 
backed think tank that already helps Facebook fight 
“misinformation and foreign interference,” is fully on 
board. Atlantic Council fellow Tom Warrick told CNN 
that he would expect the DHS to “explore whether 
contractors could help them understand plots and 
trends” emerging online. 

Yet “plots and trends” are vague terms, and 
establishing them would involve surveilling real people. 


The federal agencies would be entering a 
legal gray area. Many of the individuals spied-on would 
not be guilty of any crime, and their online activity may 
not meet the level of proof that the FBI would have to 
show to obtain a surveillance warrant. 

Third-party organizations would bypass this 
bothersome roadblock. 

Aside from the privacy implications, the 
definitions of “extremist” or “domestic terrorist” remain 
vague. While some of the Capitol rioters battled with 
police officers, many simply walked inside the building 
and loitered, and have only been charged with 
trespassing and disrupting a session of Congress. 
Some members of the Proud Boys and Oath Keepers 
were charged with “aiding and abetting,” though the 
indictments against them do not even specify who they 
aided or how. 

7 What do you do about ideology that's leading 
to violence?” an unnamed intelligence source told 
CNN. “Do you have to wait until it leads to violence?” 

-- www.rt.com/usa/522799 3 May 2021 

Ed. - RT News (formerly Russia Today ) is a 
Russian _ state-controlled international _ television 
network funded by the federal tax budget of the 
Russian government (Wikipedia.com) 


Indicted Parkland school superintendent 


gets $740K severance 

FORT LAUDERDALE, Fla. (AP) — Robert 
Runcie, superintendent of the Florida school district 
where the 2018 school massacre occurred, will leave 
his job under a $740,000 severance package. 

Lori Alhadef and Debra Hixon, who were 
elected to the board after each had family members 
slain in the Feb. 14, 2018, attack at Marjory Stoneman 
Douglas High School in Parkland that killed 17 people, 
argued that it was too generous. 

The agreement came a month after Runcie 
was indicted on a felony perjury charge accusing him 
of lying to a statewide grand jury investigating events 
surrounding the shooting. 

The board also agreed to pay for Runcie's 
criminal defense, which the district estimates will cost 
between $100,000 and $350,000. That cost, which is 
not included in the severance package total, will be 
negotiated by the district. Runcie will reimburse the 
district if he pleads or is found guilty or pleads no 
contest. He faces up to five years in prison if convicted. 

Runcie became a public face for Broward’s 
response to the shooting, both in mourning and then in 
criticism for their handling of the aftermath. 

Runcie’s supporters have praised him for 
increasing the district's graduation rate, improving 
schools districtwide and reaching out to minority 
communities. Opponents criticized him for programs 
they felt had been lenient toward the shooting suspect, 
an emotionally disturbed former Stoneman Douglas 
student. 

Runcie, by a 6-3 board vote, survived a 2019 
attempt to have him fired. The attempt was led by 


Alhadef, whose 14-year-old daughter, Alyssa, was 
killed in the shooting. — May 11, 2021 


Definition of “Frame or Receiver” and 


Identification of Firearms 

On May 7, 2021, the Attorney General signed 
ATF proposed rule 2021R-05, Definition of “Frame or 
Receiver” and Identification of Firearms. The goal of 
the proposed rule is to ensure the proper marking, 
recordkeeping, and traceability of all firearms 
manufactured, imported, acquired and disposed by 
federal firearms licensees. 

Please note that this is the text of the 
proposed rule as signed by the Attorney General, but 
the official version of the proposed rule will be as it is 
published in the Federal Register. -- www.atf.gov 

Ed.: In a regulation sure to erode the right to 
bear arms the ATF has released its proposed rule 
change affecting homemade guns and the definition of 
“frame” or “receiver.” ATF will accept comments for 90 
days only. 


Book Review: You Have a Right to 


Remain Innocent __ by James Duane 
An urgent, compact manifesto that will teach you how 
to protect your rights, your freedom, and your future 
when talking to police. 

Law professor James J. Duane became a 
viral sensation thanks to a 2008 lecture outlining the 
reasons why you should never agree to answer 
questions from the police—especially if you are 
innocent and wish to stay out of trouble with the law. In 
this timely, relevant, and pragmatic new book, he 
expands on that presentation, offering a vigorous 
defense of every citizen’s constitutionally protected 
right to avoid self-incrimination. Getting a lawyer is not 
only the best policy, Professor Duane argues, it’s also 
the advice law-enforcement professionals give their 
own kids. 

Using actual case histories of innocent men 
and women exonerated after decades in prison 
because of information they voluntarily gave to police, 
Professor Duane demonstrates the critical importance 
of a constitutional right not well or widely understood 
by the average American. Reflecting the most recent 
attitudes of the Supreme Court, Professor Duane 
argues that it is now even easier for police to use your 
own words against you. This lively and informative 


NJM, P.O. Box 10176, Trenton New Jersey 08650 
ISSN 1523-4657 


Back issues, from 1995 to date, can be found online. Just 
go to https://archive.org/ Select search metadata, and enter 
New Jersey Militia. Or do a google search for “New Jersey 
Militia Newsletter’. So, grab the PDFs and pass them 
around via email. 


guide explains what everyone needs to know to protect 
themselves and those they love. 

Top critical review: Holy cow, | guess the 
only way to get a book-length discussion out of this 
was to go over and over and over the same 
information. | think the outline for this book could fit on 
one page. Here's the spoiler. Don't mention the Fifth 
Amendment; go for the 6th, which guarantees your 
right to an attorney, and keep repeating "| want a 
lawyer" until the police give up and get you one (or 
get you a phone). There are reasons for this having to 
do with some appalling Supreme Court decisions 
brought to you courtesy of the Obama Administration 
and Antonin Scalia, and shame on both of them. The 
key to your freedom is to ask for an attorney the 
minute the police start asking you questions, 
especially if they are federal of any kind because lying 
to federal agents, or even mis-remembering 
something, is a crime as we have all learned over the 
last 3 years. -- Amazon book blurb 


A narrow victory for gun owners 

A recent U.S. Supreme Court ruling (Caniglia 
v. Strom) is a narrow victory for gun owners. 

The case deals with the police checking on a 
man’s welfare because his wife feared he might be 
suicidal. The man did not appear suicidal when the 
police arrived, but he agreed to get checked-out at a 
hospital. Once the man had left for the hospital, the 
police took his guns without a warrant, claiming they 
did so as part of their “community caretaking function.” 

The Court ruled that the police cannot take 
someone’s property from their home without a court 
order or warrant when the police are performing a duty 
that does not involve criminality. 

This ruling does NOT affect “red flag” laws 
generally if the police have a warrant or court order to 
seize a person’s guns. -- VCDL Update 5/19/21 


* * * * * 


"The exercise of despotic power is the 
unrelenting war of an armed tyrant upon his unarmed 
subjects." -- Cato's Letters -- # 25; April 15, 1721 [John 
Trenchard and Thomas Gordon] 
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